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and Will have an important commercial value. A joint paper on 
hermophflm Bacteria, by Drs. Mefadyean and Blascall, serves to 

elucidate the problems conne-eted with the spontaneous heating of hay- 
ricks, of hops, and of cotton, the process of ensilage, the decomposition 
of manure, etc. 

The Transactions contain several other papers of a high scientific 
value and interest. 

\ 

81'ECIAL ~EPORT AND I~EFOI~T OF SELECT CO•ISIITTEE ON PUBLIC 
H};ALTH ACTS A~IEND~IENT BILL (June ..qSth, 1899). London: 

�9 Eyre and Spott{swoode, 1899. Price 9~d. 
�9 This report provides very interesting reading for all who are concerned 

in the administration of the laws relating to public health. The chief 
interest centres in the evidence of h[r. John Lithiby, an assistant- 
secretary of the Local Government Board, which extended over three 
days. 

Speaking of the Bill as a whole, Mr: Lithiby offered some valuable 
comments upon the special clauses of private Bills which are occasionally 
inserted imitatively by authorities to whom the special circumstances 
do not apply. ~ e  further commented upon the use and abuse of 
adoptive Acts, portions of Acts, and clauses, and upo n the difference in 
such cases between urban and rural districts. Following upon this the 
clauses of the Bill were discussed by the committee in detail with a 
running commentary from the witness. To deal with this clause by 
clause, as he did, would be beyond our province, and it must here 
suffice to call attention to some of his most striking comments�9 

The need for a definition of a " da i ryman"  seemed to strike the 
witness in view of certain enlarged powers for dealing with t ube r -  
culosis, and for some reason (presumably because the Act is adop[ive 
only) he did not seem inclined to adopt that  of the Infectious Diseases 
(Prevention) Act, 1890. This further led to a discussion upon the well- 
"known difficulty of getting to the real supplier of milk where it is sent 
from a distance. 

Then came the old question, " What  is an infectious &sense. Is 
it a dangerous infectious disease, or is it confined to those scheduled 
under the Notification Act ? Certainly we agree wi th the  witness that  
in such cases as those mentioned, e.g., the supply of milk, and the 
disinfection of library books, a definition is absolutely necessary. 

Under the heading of infectious hospitals we hear of the attempt a~ 
Gainsborough to exact payment for the treatment of cases of small.pox 
in hospital, and the consequent disuse of the hospital, and that this is 
not an isolated case. The power of local authorities to make hospital 
regulations is unquestioned, but it must be remembered that regula- 
tions, unlike bye-laws, are not capable Of being enforced by penalty. 
I t  is at least gratifying to find quoted the recent dictum in Warwick v. 
Graham,::: that proper !edging and accommodation refer to the danger 
of others besides the patient, but Mr. Lithiby seems later on to trea~ 
too lightly the absence of definition of a "common lodging-house." 
The proposal to permit local authorities to provide nurses does not 
meet with approval, it being stated with justice thai use will be made 
Of such powers to escape or elude %he necessity of providing proper 
hospital accommodation for infectious diseases. 

In  respect to testing drains we note with interest that the proposal 
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to compel the smoke test, " o r  any similar test," does not meet with 
the approval of Sir Richard Theme Thoruo because it is possible to 
burst old, but not essentially defective drains, by a water test. 

The witness objects to the apparent placing the inspector of nuisances, 
,, who is not always a very learned person, and the surveyor, who is 
often " i n  rural districts only a surveyor of roads," on a level with the 
medical officer of health. 

The witness also notes a point not wholly unknown to students of 
s~nitary administration, viz., that a careful stud)- of present powers 
should precede any attempt to amend the present statutes. To quote 
all points made by the witness would be wearisome to our readers, but 
one remains which requires notice at length-- the drain Or sewer 
question. Mr. Lithiby sets out in full the definitions of "dra in  " and 
,, sewer"  in the Act of 1875 and that of 1890, and the liabilities of local 
authorities to repair certain drains which have become sewers even 
against their will. The cases of Traris v. Uttley, of Self  ~: The Here  
Commissioners, of Hil l  v. Hair, and of Bradford v. The Eastbournc 
C'orl~oration, all received the attention they deserve, and this resum6 of 
the statute law was followed by a long comment upon drainage by 
combined operation as discussed by a committee upon the East  Ham 
Act of 1898. :For this we must of necessity refer our readers to the 
Report, as the subject is too vast for the limits of a mere review. 

Another important deeisiou el the courts which received the atten- 
tion of the witness was the astounding result of the trial of Burner v. 
Laskey,  in which the corporation of Eccles was badly worsted. I t  may 
be noticed that Leeds and Darwen have asked for powers to escape the 
effects of this decision, and that such powers have already been given 
to Beetle and Wolverhampton. 

The last day of the Committee was ~4)ent in taking the evidence of 
Mr. Brevitt, thd town clerk of 'Wolverhampton, a gentleman who i s  
largely responsible for the Act of 1890, and whose zeal for the improve- 
ment of the law relating to the public health sometimes excels his skill in 
drafting clauses. Mr. :Brevitt amusingly admits that, in drafting the 
Bill before the Committee, his own borough of Wolverhampton was 
chiefly present to his mind, and by those who know the excellent work 
which hlr. Brevi~t has done, much of the loose drafting of the present 
Bill may be forgiven. 

Nothing would be gained by an exhaustive review of his evidence, 
bu~ we may direct our readers to the final report, which r'eads thus : 

The Committee are o.f opinion that the provisions of the law relating 
to public health ought to be speddily consolidated." 

Let  us hasten to express our entire agreement with the Committee. 

BoN~-BomiNa.--At Newcastle-upon-Tyne on November 13th an 
adjourned summons for nuisance from this trade was heard. Evidence 
was given that the nuisance could be minimized by any one of the follow- 
ing: (a) Removal of bones after boiling and subsequent cooling to 
isolated spot ; (b) spreading the boiled bones thinly over large space of 
ground, and eonstautly turning the bones over ; (e) provision of " bone- 
hole," an air-proof chamber with fume-eremator; and (d) removal of 
smell by benzine method. None of the processes were in use at the 
works complained of. The Court found that the fiusiness was not 
carried on in the best manner l~ossible, and adjourned the case for six 
months to allow defendants to construct a " bone-hole," or to arrange 
for removal to an isolated spot. 


